Scoss: sone: tables say not reproduce. hecause of snail 
> .PEADE size. i i: ae De Gate ae eg 


"HFO1/PCO0 ‘Plus: postage. =| ’ - 
o.~ Readenic: “Achievenent:: Age: Differences; ‘Distance: c 
. *Employment:- *Heads, of Households: income: Labor © “Bt 
Force: Hetropolitan Areas:. wHobiiity: Racial : ene 


: a7, 02 7- : or ipwer_9 eRe ration: 
*Rural Orkan pifferences:. Sex Differences; - *Satveys; ae 
Tables (Data): Times. “Transportation? Urbad ° “fo i 


‘Bigration 
Annual Housing ‘Survey: *Comauting pre $4 a 
“Nonmetropelitan Areas. . ae oo 


eee = a = — ee ee 


= = SSS = = : grits = = 5 es — =e ees 


Data a “the tanger Housing dieses indicated that 
228 of. all employed United. States household beads. -commuted-to:-a-.+—---- 
~~ "eounty different from that in which they lived in 1575. Commuting’ was 
' gore prevalent among men than among wosen and slightly higher. fok. oe 
whites than for Blacks. Commrting tended to increase until age 25=- 34 
— a and-then te decline “atter age 5. Commuters had a generally higber - | 
___4ncome ‘level than did noncommuters. Education was. directly associated". 
wath cosnutirg in metro areas but was generally negatively associated a 
~~-dn-neadetzo-areass Those” “who “had smecent ey woved from metro areas inte 
- met AT@AS z : a—doutle-the 
heads. ‘Wonmetro-to- appesnes commuters outnuaberad metro- tc-nonmetro ~ 
_ Commuters, Median tine spent. going to work was 14.5 minutes for 
nonmetro, heads and 21 minutes for metro heads, Though automobile 
———-travel—to—vork—dosineted—in-eil-areas; there was greater use oF ~ 
public tranepertation in metro areas and more \walking or riding with 
others in nonmetro areas. Survey data point out groups that will. be - 
most affected by continued high: prices. of gasoline and cther.costs_of.—. 
~~ commuting and the need fer the ‘development of alternatives tc. 
individual Seer ere ee tables are seereded an this aac ige 
(CM) . . 


Pa 


se as 


TTTTYTYTTTT TT TTT FEE CEO EE I RIO IO OIEIOICIOINO GOGO TOO OLE + er tT : 


» Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be nade Ho 
* from the original document. we 5 x 
* 


N8ONAAAHA DRESSER AHEAS ER RAEE AERO AEE NTE NER ARATE ED 


ERIC 


Qn Ae 


ch Nc an ce i 


Household id Heads, by Selected ¢ Characteristics, 1975 is 
2° ee 


ue 


IH) School 1-3 


25 thd over 


Elerhantary “ 
Hight 
4 


i 
a Rok{h & West 


~~ 


tne enpteh ou Le a. Speen 


*18 years and oder Numpert of heads, 11,227,000 
_ _"Source: US04-UGA intertal ry fatron bracts Based on 


: * 4 . 4 “US DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
S ie “4 a 7 EDUCATION £ WELFAGE 
. : ae ; * AATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
a pases ar ee ee a fen ~ : - as : ee tee . see tee ee =a o wo ee oe “EDUCATION ae # 


tie ' ee : : “THiS OCCUMENT HAS BEEN BEROG. 
; . ‘DUCED EXACTLY as GECE VED teOM, 

“4 4 . THE PES SON OR O8GANIZATION ORIGIN: 
3 ATING IT POINTS GF VIEW O8 OPINIONS 
Economics, Statistics, ‘and , _ , STATED OO NOT NECESSARILY, REPRES, 

SENT OFFICIAL NATIO ‘ ne 

Cooperatives Service DUCATION POSTION OR POLICE 


EQUCATION POS'TION GR POLICY | | 


ee U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE | | ee eet 


2, =P . = i _ 


and . ' 


i 


e 4 — - Institute for Behavioral Research ~— _ = oe %, 
~ A. : UNIVERSITY_OF.GEORGIA—___-___ —— 


fll 


he 
o) 
‘2 
Q a 5 7 5 { cooperating | vo | % - 


o.. 
ERIC 


x nonmi grant household. heads - living in nonmetrd_areas “in. 


This réport examines re eee and’ "pitee? “OF 
inter-county «commuting. for “employment :-of ihigrant. and 


; xtént to which migrants - 
continue in employment in the type of ‘arpas in which they © 
lived five “years earlier, and with the relationship be- — : 

“tween. income and commuting. Additional information on - 
commuting patterns, in‘terms of mode of transportation, . 
time, and distance to work is provided. Comparative data *~ 
are. included. -for..heads..of. households residing-in—-metro——— 
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“cent of employed household heads, in ‘the United.States were Known to. 
work in the: same county in which’ they lived (noncommuters): and 20° | 
fpercent worked ip a different county (commuters). Inforni€tion was’ 
not obtained on the location: id employment - ‘Far the others... 


Lay: According. to: the. 1975. Anna Housing. Ce are 70. per=: 


(2) .. ” Commitine rates ‘varfed: oe ‘dempgraphic and. social: ~chagacter- 9 wi 
‘istics. Whjtes and minorities, other thafh Blacks had rates.that ~-  ~ 
were higher than the commuting fate. +of Blacks. Commuting was con- 

siderably. more prevalent among.men_than_women,_and heads livingin_.-_. 


e South commuted, s 19 tly more than those in, pene rest. of the’ 
\country. . OS : a 


(3) - Coniuting. tended: to es until age te 34 she therr td 
recedevafter age 45. $The “pattern was mixed for. ‘education groups. ~* 
Heads with four years of high school or four or more years..of, 
acollege--had-somewhat-- -higher-nates--than-those-with-other-levels: pfccmommes 
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(4). ---When-all heads: meee together; income cod directly 

and substantially related to rate of commuting, with only~one irre- 
gularity. The highest rates o¢curréd:am6ng those with-highest . 
~incohes ....It-is. apparent, therefore ,-that- commuting—is- ‘rewarded: ANG 
income, is a strong incentive to commiting. Also reflected in the 
conmutfing- income relationship isthe haaaal hak of Laas wien : 
-good. income. to. Jive,where_ the yw Wishs.... — 


“ts som Toner proportion eae ee 
crossed: a, county Tine on the trip to work, but commuting rates were : 
not higher in metro areas for.Blacks nor in the South. Young 
household heads. in. nenmetro * ‘areas is_ commuted more than their. counter-_ 


“parts in. metro areas. “For all other age groups beginning with age 
25- 34 years, inter- -county copmyting was more prevalent in metro. areas. 
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“Educdtaon 9 ‘was e directly: associated ‘with commuting in. ‘metro areas ; 
ie) was ge 1erally negatively ‘assOciated in-nonmetro areas. This is 
pne of the] important diffarences between metro and Monmetro |! heads in _ 
the $0cto= economic eonkeee of worker commuting, . 

(2) “In both metro.and ni nonmetro areas’, migrant heads hal higher ° 
rates of commuting. than. nonmi grants. Among the residence-mobility 
status categories,- -nonmigrants tn the nonmetro population had the 
lowest ;inter-county commuttng rates and heads who had migrated from : 
one metro county to another had’ the highest. _ 
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Meads who -had previously lived in metroxgreas-were found .to be inter 

_.... County Commuters than was true’ of ndnmetro Heads who had. not ‘moved... 

““l—between” 1970-and:1975 or those | 
to 

. {0 Menietro areas (83 percent) were not dependent. on-‘metro emp ]loymen 

“  ° Their mgve‘away from the. large cities or suburbs usually involved a 


“1970: anc i whd had “moved from ohe nonmetro-count 
another. Nevertheless, an overwhelming majority of the newcomers 


yY  Severing of their. former economic ties.--- — watt 
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_ (oy J nter-resjidential_computipg.(Living.in-metro.areas-while-work. 


~~Ingin nonmetra areas and vice versa) was higher for miprants than . 
- “monmigrants among heads in both *esidence categories. The highest & 
proportions. of inter-residential..commuting.occurred amon g-people who: 
had ‘moved between metro and nonmétra,areas,. and the rate of such: 
commuting was.tmuch. higher*for the metro/nonmetro migrants -than for 
_.heads who had moved in the opposite. direction, 0s 
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- a. . The rélationghips. observed. in other. research between mobili ty 
Status, residence, and income were found in this':study. . Whether, 


“they were” commuters or noncommuters, Tong-term metro residents had 


“Heads moving Between metro-and nenmetro areas‘ were in an intermediate 
position. With the exception of heads who had moved ‘between’ two rion- 
metro areas between 1970 and‘'1975, commuters in each residence and *_ 

~—~rwobttity-group-had-stontfitantty nToner piedian Tncomes-than did the 
-néncommuters . ‘ ae See 
* % . uw . rf ‘ ; 
—.» 12)... The prevalent. mode. of.transportation-to-work-of-employed 
_ hougehold heads in 1975 was the automobile,.with a majority driving 
alone whether they were- migrants or nonmigrants, commuters jor non- 
- commuters, Commuters were somewhat more Jikely to 7° work with 
“others ;-d*-to-use- public transportation’*=Noncommuters / On the other’ 

“+hand, more oftén walked, rode bicycles or motorcycles, or used other 
means ‘to reach their. places of employment. . The pajor differences in 
‘mode of transportation to work between metro and‘ nonmetro commuters 
-were in the abla bliss who*traveled ia autos with other people . 
(higher among: the ‘Wonmetro) and in.use of public transportation 
(lower, among the nonmetro). 3 ; -s ‘ 
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(13). Median “time” Sraveied fro one to work for household heads 
work#ng away ata fixed work plac a 21 minutes,-and the median : 
= di $tarice-wWas -7-miles.-- Nonmetro-heads . required -less- “time: _and-‘traveled.- 
a shorter median distance than_djd metro heads. Because of “the. mix- 
“ture of: residential types and farm and nonfarm occupations, in non-~ 
* metro areas, there were aji’ “abnormal ly higher proportion of* workers at 
-each end of the distance scale among nonmetro residents.and a ‘wides” 
“difference in distance traveled between commuters and noncommuters. 
About ‘a- fourth of-the nonmetro heads either worked at -home or lived - = 
. less than ‘one. mile from their work. while one..in thirteen’ traveled 30: 
milés or more. 


OF “the nonmetro heads’ who worked 4 in their “home county, about 
_three- fourths: lived within 5 miles of their employment. _ Nearly Wore 
fifths of the cofmuters , however, traveled 20 miles or more each way.” 
On the average, commuters traveled more than six times farther, than. 
“noncommuters . - 


nand onnetro "heads: The phere atetance revere ee rural and smal]- 

town commuters was largely offset by higher rates of speed than can 

be maintained in open-country or other Tess congested areas. Heads... 

who had*moved into the nonmetro population from metro areas not only 

were the most Tikely to commute to a different county -to.work, but 
»-they-also-made -the-longest trips:~-Nearly-two-fifths~of-them- traveled’ 

30 or,moré miles to work compared with less than eight percent for 

all nonmetro employed" household heads. % 

(16) 
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The information in this re sort, rovides many insights into 
e ationships between migration and commuting for employment. 
Im addition, the data on the ‘extent of inter-county es mode 
of transportation, and time and distance to work among household = - 
beads with various socio-economic characteristics _have—impar 1: ee 
nae abr for gavel decisions." ey > serve to ried the 


sinuedchich prices of gasoline and other. costs of, ev ry-dap 
distance travel and the need for the cevenePi a of jal 
individual ‘trave?. : 


Soe a The: information: inthis: ‘report-relates‘to “employed household: 
heade’ for whom locations of residence and employment. in: 1975 were 
known. Certain key definitions are important for an ia aol 

* of the. materiats gc : : 7 - 


~ Residences 1975 
Metro and ‘nonmetro. cadence as. of. 1975 according to. 


: Federal poe ment designations 


“ 


“NOiConmuters: -- lived and worked in the same county 
Commuters - .lived and worked in different. counties » 
i © 


Neoat grants: -- Vged in the same county . 
; _ Migrants -- | lived in different countiés 
. Migrants were categorized by type OF residence at eacH date . 
so ernnrnnrnanoneme ONTO CPO 4~-] 970/Nonme tro 5-1 975 nn ar i a 

: Metro, 1970/Nonmetro 1975, _ le: on 


= Metro, 1970/Metro; 1975 
o-Nonmetr-1970/Hetro,- 1975- bt Sadie: : 
esidence an 7 Tey status ‘Malytical Categories 
ae (Residence. and mobility status were combined to. form the 
mre nef ly ti¢al_categories. used. throughout i ra 


¢ 
. Employed household heads, reporting 
pa as fee ns 1s 


fe ek - 


commuter status. _ 


can Nonmigraht, 1970- 1s 


Migrant, naees 75 


~Nonmetro,. 1975 
, _Nonmi grant, 1970-75 
“Nonmetro/Nonmetro, 1970-75 2 
“Metro/Nonmetro, 1970-75 , ; % 


7 *Metro, 1975 z é 
0 Nonmi grant, 1970-75 fe 
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| INTRODUCTION. 


“official concern in the United States about the relationship between 
__.. place of_residence_and_location of. employmentdates_back_more..than.-_ 
one hundred years. In the 5 Census of the State of New York in-. 
‘formation was obtained “on the usual Place:of employment, Tf out of 
“the ‘city ar town where the family resides.“ Unfortunately,.the re- 
sults were considered “too meager" and figures were published "only 
for the countiés ypon the Hudson and on Long Island and Staten #- 
. ie 7 nd id recommendation was + made Lelia the subject’ ‘not be pursued ‘ 
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- It was noe until much -later, when the automobile became “the primary 
~“-mode-of transportation, contributing to the burgeoning of suburbs; ~~~ 
that commuting became a research topic in many disciplines. In the . 
1950's there was a proliferation of studies based on traffic origin . 
—.and_destination-flows ,-management-records.-and-special- ‘Surveys...--The- 
federal government gave.attention to inter-county commuting in this 
~ period inva Current Pati ation Survey (15). Buty; as pointe’. out by 
__.Leo.F...Schnore,_prior-to_1960,_"The United States.census_--. long... 
used as a model by other nations -- [was] one of-the few in the 
“Western world which [had] never ‘collected information on the places 
of work of employed members of the labor force as a part of its full- 
scale. operations" (8).! As early as 1945, the National Census of + ~ 
___New w_ Zealand "incjuded_a_question. designed to_elicit information as. 
“to the time spent, in transit from home to work place for the ‘working 
population as a whole" (16). 


--Most- of thé research for the-United States that-hes-appeared-since---- 
. 1960, whether based on the census publications of. Journey to Work 
(13 and 14) or other sources, has largely been confined to metro- ° | 
politan areas. One exception is that of Clemente and Suhmers dealing 

“with factors associated with aisvance: traveled by workers. in a poral - 
steel plant jn Ti Tinots (3): 


= . 
5 
. 


; ’ the article by Schnore hasan excellent bibliography of both - 
published and utgueyrenes works appearing by 1960. 
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—~*undertined figures in rporertneseggjent.ty references on pages— 
ace 34, 
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' There has not been a national] study of the inter-county commuting 
. patterns. of migrants and nonmigrants living in nonmetro areas, prior 


—~-to.-this—one.-A-recently-issued-bultetin-of-the-Bureau-of the Census 


on journey to work in 1975 coNtains, general information for the non- 


- metro and metro populations but doasepot deal with*migration (10). 


Interest in this subject stemmed from some of the findings of previous 
research on theas@haracteristics of metro/nonmetro migrants. It was 


noted that "in their occupation, industry, and income attributes, | 


[metro/nohwetro] migrants did not have a negative impact on ‘the non- 


. metro population [as some people had predicted]. High proportions °‘ . 


were in white collar occupations and industries, and average, ihicome 
was not. ‘less than that of the total nonmetro population. Nor did 
the nonmetro population “suffer in exchanges with metro areas in 
earning -capacity of migrants. Remarkable similarity was noted in 


the income df metro/nonmetro migrants and persons moving in the 


opposite direction" (2). a ; ‘ 


These findings led to several quéstions on the similarities and” 


' differences among the migrant and nonmigrant groups that appeared 


not to have. been addressed in the recent literature on nonmetro pop- ° 
ulation and migration turnaround. Questions were raisetl about the 


role of cofmuting for work in these relationships, the association | 
between migration and commuting in_general,—and—the-extent—to-which— 
' migrants to nonmetro areas are employed in jobs located tn metro areas 


_veloped when the study was designed. 


Increased concern about ‘the potential effect on poputation distribu- 


-tion of the gasoline crisis of 1979 has increased the salience of 


the commuting data presented here, although this issue had not de- 


. : 8 
The availability in the 1975 Annual Housing Survey (AHS) ‘and its 


travel-to-work supplement of information ogf previous and current re- 
~sidence-and-location- of work for*househoTd@eads permits “a limited ~~ 


investigation of these subjects. In this report, commuters are 
household heads who lived and worked in different counties at’ the 
time they were. surveyed.* Household heads were self-designated by 
the ‘people being jnterviewed, except that it was Census Bureau pro- 
cedure in 1975 not to treat wives as heads if husbands were present. 
Migrants lived in different counties in 1975 from those in which 
they had lived five years earlier. The data, which are based on 
special tabulations from the AHS, reflect metro designations through 


at 


~*~ 


: This is the conventional measure used in he Census of Population. 
.It is recognized, although not dealt with here, that in addition 
to the availability of employment, such geographic features as 
size, shape, and boundary configurations of counties are impor- 
tant determinants of commuting patterns. 
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- 1975. Thus, they differ somewha ted from similar estimates published 


a the Bureau of the Census (10).3 In general, each metro area has’ 
“-ran-trban-nuctéus of at Teast 50,000 people and may tncTude—ad joining 
counties -that meet certain criteria of worker commuting and metro- 
politan character. AN other counties are nonmetro. 


According to the AHS, ther’ were 48.9 million employed household heads 
in Be, Uavied States in -1975 (Table A). Nearly 70 percent of them, 


Table A--Household’ heade< by employment and commuter status and loca- 
tion of work, 1975 


¥ : zs ‘Percentage 
Characteristic Number : Of : Of :Of commuter 
: total semployed:status group 
Te aa ” — 0) (Pct.) eck (Pct. ) 
Total 72-486 100.0 
_ Not employed 3; i 
Employed : ae 48 ,908 67.5 100.0, 
Inter-county commuter. ° 9 506 19.4 ‘100.0 
Ptace-of-work nonmetro—1.887——___3.9 _\ 19, -9——_ 
Place of work metro 7,619 15.6 80.1 
Noncommuter 33,980 69.5 100.0 
* Place of work nonmetro - 9,030 18.5 26.6 
Place of work metro 24,949 51.0 73.4 
Commuter status not known ~ 5,422 11.1 


_ Source: Special “tabulations - From | the ‘1975 Annual ‘Housing ‘Survey. — 
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worked in the same county in which they lived (noncommuters) and 
about 20 percent worked in.a different county (fnter-county com- 
muters). Information was not obtained on the location of employment 
for the other 1] percent. The remainder of this report is based on 
‘data for the employed household heads for whom commuting status was 
known. Detailed information on the numbers and characteristics of 
inter-county commuter and noncommuter household heads ‘and on their 
commuting rates can be found in 1 Appendix A, Tables 1-11. Additional 


im 


a ‘Yatormation on the raltabriaty of estimates from the AHS and defi- 
nitions and explanations of terms and a can be ‘found’in 
recent publications of the Bureau of the Cénsus relating to the 
journey to work in selected metro areas and pertaining to the AHS 


per se (10) (11) (12). 
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information on commuting patterns, in terms offitee of transportation, 
time, and distance to work, is provided in Appendix A, Tables..12-22._. 

“Summary “data“are interspersed throughout the text in Tables A-O. 


- Of the household heads discussed here, slightly more than three- 
‘fourths lived in the same county in 1975 in which they had lived in 
1970 (nonmigrants), and the remainder lived in different counties 
(migrants) (Table B). About 11.2 million, or a fourth, of the heads, 
- lived in nonmetro areas. : * 


‘Heads who moved from metro to monmetro areas between 1970 and,1975 
nominally" outnumbered those moving in. the opposite direction, 1.5. 
compared with 1.3 million. In terms of the AHS sample the difference 
is Significant at the 90 percent but not at the 95 percent level. 
However, metro/nonmetro migrants had a greater impact on the popula- 
tion they joined than did the nonmetro/metro migrants ‘because of the 
different sizes of the base populations. The former were 13.4 per- 
cent of all nonmetro heads in 1975, whereas the latter were only 3.2 
percent of the metro group at that date. 
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Tests of significance were made at the 2.0 and 1.6 standard 
error levels following procedures recommended by the Bureau 

of the Census for the AHS. In comparative statements, the 
word "nominally" is used if the difference was statistically 
significant at the 1.6 but not at the 2.0 level, corresponding 
to the 90 and 95 percentage levels. (See Appendix B for 
additional information. ) 
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~ - “Tota —a “Nonconmuter . 
Residence and ee ee 


— MOTT ty Status 4 ‘Percent :Percent of! ‘PercentPercent of ‘Percent: Percent of 
7 : Of sresidence: =: of sresidence: =: of  trasidence 
‘Humber : : total, ‘category inber: total neategory: ‘lumber: total ‘category 


“Employed household heads, re- | . ~ 3 
porting commuter status * 43,486 100.0 - 9,906 100.0 = + "33,980 100.0 


Honnigrant, 1970-75. 33,680 7725s GAB 5's MD 
“Wigrant, 191075. ‘417 25 3088 325 6,109 19.7" 
 “Yoometro, 1975 Ta 25.6, 100.0 ays BI 100.0 at 26.6 108.0 
-Nonmigrant, 1970-75: 8,566 19.7 76.3 lt 16.0, 695 1,02 20.7 78.0 
Nometro/Nometro, 197075 1319 “16 Wa os 28 tt the 26 7 
——Hetroftinsetro;-I9Re15 11-81 


fetro, 1975 | 32,063 14,2 100.0 ") 16.9 100,0° 24,949 73.4 100.0 
- Nonmigrant, 1970-75 25,123 $7.8 77.94.80 51.5 669° 20,209 89,5. 811 


HetrofMetro, 1970-755 132 8 28D 2.6 8 438710 


lip? _ 4 | | 2 ere Ss OY 
LERIC, 2 «= ge ao 


* ‘ 7 a «' % ? 
JNTER-COUNTY COMMUTING FOR RESIDENCE AND MOBILITY* 
~ STATUS GROUPS, BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS. ‘ 
oa . x : 44 a a 
". General Commuting Patterns” oe 
( r: { = . . a ; 


About 22-percent of al-l employed household heads commuted to work in 

.a county haha from'that ‘in whtéh they lived in’ 1975 (Table C). - 
..... This «rate JP much higher than that of inter-county commuting for ‘atl: ~ 
other household members (not included in this study) which was about 

9 percent (10).° Rates varied by demographic and social characteris - 
“(tics of heads... Blacks had a lower rate than whites or persons ‘of 
‘,other ‘races, because of ‘relatively Jow commuting by Blacks in metro 
areas. Commutiég was more prevalent among men than women. Many — 
__women are believed to choose’ jobs close* to home if :they have-children, 
and the Sawer. aveFage wages received by. women may” also’ serve to re-~ 

Strain commuting. Heads ‘living in the South tended to commute more 

than those inzthe rest of the country. -~ an effect esulting primar- 

ily from high commuting ih rural and-small town- parts of the Southern | 

region. ° oe o% a 


cy 


“Migrants commuted. to-work¢in another county more extensively than _ 
‘ nonmigrants, whdtever their race’, sex, or region. .The strong link-. + 
...age.-between. migration. and..commuting is. shown-by-the-faét -that-under-~— 
one-fifth of the household heads who lived in the same county in 
1970 and 1975 tommuted to work in another county compared with 
nearly a third of those who were migrants. , 
‘ : ee . | 
A higher proportion of metro than nonmetro heads crossed a county. 
linevon the trip to work. The somewhat smaller average land area 
of metro counties contributes .to this difference, as trips offa. 
given length are more likely to cross a county line in metro aveas. 
Higher metro commuting was true for both séxes and for.whites, but 
not Aor Blacks, and it was not true for the South as a whole where 
rates OF commuting were almost exactly the same in the two residence 
categories.:. \ S 
Commuting rose to a-peak among heads 25-44 years ‘old -and then receded 
(rapidly after age 45) (Table D). This pattern held fdr both mi-. 
- grants and nonmigrants. Young household ‘heads in the onmetro areas 
commuted more often than their counterparts in-the métro areas, 
but for all other age groups beginning with 25-34 years commuting 
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Table €--Rate of inter- -county commuting, by race’, sex, and region, : for employed household\ heads’, t 


‘residence and qpopthity status, 1975 ; _ - . 
: ; gk S.A ‘ Race : Dex * Region 
. Residence and 7s °° - A 
: _ Mobility Status” . * ae rhe : - ; Se : eae 


nlathe ; Other: Males: : Females : South «: ; West 


: Total Whi tes: 
“(Pet.) (Pct. veer! ei “{Pct:). Aree 


Pet. y {Pcts Ye 


\' : ; 
Employed household heads, re- eee , * ° ; 
porting commuter status — ° 2.9 pe. 2° | 18.2 240d @3.3.. $4.4 -) 23.5" 21.1: 


_ Nonmigrant, 1970-75 - 19.1 Ai 4 16.3 19.8 20.4 © 12,3 + 20.6 a 
ve 1970-75 an "3.6 86.4 4)-3 33.1 22.2 2° Bil 
metro, 1975 comes es 19.5 19.4 21.0 23.1 20.8 -. Tae 23.4 16.9 
Nonmi grant, ,1970-75 W816 20.1) * 18.9 Loo ar 3 15.3 
; Nonmétro/Ronnetrp, 1970-75 23.2 23.6 e a. on 10.8 ae: Bes 19. 6. 
——Hetre/Monnetea 1910-25. "__26-6 —_26.2-_+_""_4_a.9 ae 
Metro, "1975 | (22.2 232 17.6 20.8 24,2 
Nonmigrant, 1970-75 » 19.8 20.0 + 15.5- 19.4 20.9 


Metro/Metro, 1970-75 8.37.4" 37.8 30.2 45.2. 39.2 28.0363, aya 0 
Nonmetro/Metro, 1970- 5 *.19.3 19 19.0 * 20,6. 13.8 ard “18.08 


Bi si Sa pe ete oan sine cile, eeP set ete A ee MB ete ce et oe at +462 


Se ————————— — oe ———— | : = = 
Source: Appendix A, -tables a $ ‘ a ya a 
7 = - a ’ Qo : 7 


* Base less than 75,000. 4 


= ® « ie \ 4] i 
7 ~ Ro au ° : rs w a : } ‘ * : \ ; . \ } a 
: ‘ / on ea - a _ om ao . 7 ri & 


| Table: O<=Rate of inter- -county conmuting, byyage, for. employed household heads» by. res idence and 


obit tty. status, 1975. nN Se ne NE PO sR Te ano TO ay ann si < 
| pvendance =: and ft eS Age years)" a a 
_Mobi lity Status ) « Total 2 V8-19 320-24 7 25-34 35-44 46254 + 3B. 64 265 and ov 
ere — : = 
- ea (Pct - ET WCF a “PEE, y (et. 
Employed househiéld: heads ; ‘'yT@- ie 7 7 ' tf. 


porting. corfmuter | Stagus : 21.9 - 13, 8 16.9 —24.6 24,1 22.2 39.0 13.0, 


Nonmigrant, 1970- 75. 19.1 ahs 0. UM, 5 19.2: * 242 23° 18.3. 12.3 
Migrant, 1970-75 31.5 13.3 20, 7s, 34.0 aE 6 35.6 - 27.6 24.0" 
~Nonmetiro, 1975: pre eet Sek AGS hg 2De 17.8 é 236 21.6 19.8 15.8 4 6.0 

“Nonnigrant, 197-78 We 22.7 WT 21.9 19.8 17.6» Bs “6.0 | 
“Nonnetrd/Monnetra, 1970-75 > 23.2: * ei 5 .25.0' 26.7 (22.8 16.7 . De 
| Metro, 1973 i. 227 NO? 5 Td » 25.00 * 24.9 23:8 20.2»  Ve.4 
- | Nonmtgrant ; 1976- 75° 19.5 - 10% 1.2 0 18.92 21.7 21.2 1K5> + 18.4. 
Hetro/Netro, 1970- — “gas om 26.3. 39% . oo 4.7 -29.5, << . 
Nonme tro7Met Fo, 1» 95p- “5, W398 23.8 an ge a 
nae Appendix h, Bie 1 1-11, ; . is e: ‘a : 
* Base less than 75,000. . a: dni, 13,4 Fo 
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Sy was Sian metro areas. " __ ‘ 

aa a i. . 

ae The generaa commu; tterni showed little- variation by educational ‘ 
rw aa teyets (aa ee} tes “ranged” onty froff 20-perceht among workers >" 


1g h¥gh school traifing to 23:7 percent’ for those’ with’4 years .. 
4ge. However, cd muting was much higher among the best edu- 
the metro area$“thanamong those with equivalent education 
* “who. lived in the smaller aa Among nonmetro. resjdent : heads, 
an inverse rela nship betweeh patiycation ‘and cemmuting ‘ " 
7 with ‘those with four years of igh school. ,In brief, 
“ter- county commuting has been most 4 attractive te college graduates , | 
ain metro areas, but also to persons ff high schogl or Tower educa- 
“tion itt the.rural areas andsmal] towns. Thyls it may serve some- 
what different meen in the two settings. a 
* * “ 
‘h . can ‘one ‘irregularity, income was diregtly nawted to rate of 
5 wie “es ‘commuting -- the highest rates occurring among, those with lrighest 
. incomes, (Table ane The pattern was very regular for nonmigrants. 
" +. 


* 


The. one prregula ty, in the pattern was due to a somewhat higher. nar 
commutigg ‘rate of her lowest income class among ghe migrants» Tha. 
- © relationship between % commuting and income noted above prevailed ‘for . 
_ * metro and*nonmetro heads, except for those with highest ,inedmes: _ 
= among the latter (perhaps ‘successful farmers and local business men) .” 
: * There vaso regutar—pat ternof-diffebenceintevelof, commutjag—»—____— 
“ rates between metro and nonme tro heads with incomes below $15,000, = © 
ot but: for the higher income groups, rates.were higher for the ‘metro 
i Me househqld heads... The fact that cdmmuting is positively associated 
+ with income in nonmetro areas (exeept for thé very top incgme class). 
‘ and negatively related to education, suggests that the most success- “| ° 
oe ful people amogg those of average'or low education are engaged in it. 
ne It. may be the vehicle, ean ‘through, which many skilled rural | 
. }- or Small, town | craftsifen an — maximize their incomes . . 
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This section deals a th the commuting \ates of three mobility status 
“categories within, nonmetro and metro areas: (1) onmi grants ,* (heads 
who lived in the same county in 1975 as in 1970), (2) intra- residential 
-~migrants, (heads who had moved from one nonmetro county to another 
a _ or from one metro county to another), and (3) inter-residential mis 
: - grants, (heads who had moved fron one type of area to the. other). 
~ Theerates for ‘selected characteristics of household heads used for \ 
comparative purposes are in Tables. CrE, referred to _above. ; 


In both metro and: nonmétro areas, migrants had considerably higher ’ 


rates of commuting than nonmigrants. Migrants may hae moved to a : 
‘ different county without changing jobs -- which would make ‘them 

2 aa) + 
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“Table ES- Rate of inter-count: ‘comuting, by sition for clove tol heads,* by. 


f 


fp y presi {dence ence _andmobi lit status, 1975. anaeers 


Residence and 
pega 


Employed househot heads, re- en _ ! 
Porting commtér status" 219°" 20,0 ang be 20.4 Bide 2.5 


> 


j mii yh. 106 16 at 9 m2 a 

Migrant, 1970-75" | 4s 2.2.2 hs 8.90.2 D8 

tet, 95. Pre ene 193 29 WL IT 136 
ie aca : 8 Be’ 18.3 19.6 15,2 B2 18. 


¥ 
i ‘ 


is Ronne Ero/Nommetro, 1978- 5% 230 6 Wg “ye! U6 16.3 13.8: 
Yetro N att (057, shes ah ate: BT. 
-fetio, 197 os 2.7 mi” nd m2 m9 ah 24.4 


- oiarat 80.38" 9° 188 18.8 20.3 103 216 200 
o . @ —_ ; tite 
. — Hetro/Meti'o* 1970-75. V4 36.7 39.6 4.0 32.8 384 35,4 
14 Hometro/Hetro, 1970575 19.3. 2» 20.9195 19.4 19.8 19.5 
See ees jst Ane ian ee — aa, 


‘Soltge: Appendix A, tables 1-11: a / 


3 


*Maco less than 75\000, | oY 
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Table lz -Rate of titers -county comuting, by income, for employed push heads , y residence 
“wand erie status, 1975 ° ih. , 


Restdence and . aa 63, 000 5, 000 ®, 000 ‘S000 $15,000 905, 000 | 
Mobility Status jy lnder |= and 


‘Total 33, 000 84,9 399 6; 999° “9 99 $14, 999 24, 99 over 


Eeptoyed household heads, vee’ | a, | ; 7 a 
_ Porting commuter status ees | M7 106 “189 27 hl are, 


Honni grant, 1970-75 2:3 382 123 6s 5 188 6 0 
Migrant, 1970- B 6 MS PD. 22 + 20 285 32 9982 


* Honmetro, 1975" 20.8 1.8 15.6 15.7 26.6 27 Td 
Nonmigranty 1970-75 = 18.9 9.9. 186 18.0 i700 > 29 142 
“Wonnetro/Nonnetro, 1970-75 25.6. 7 BS 89 BB ie i 
“++ Hetro/tloneten, | 
Metro, 1975 


j 


: 20,229) —3-4—-}$—— 
(M2 1614 T 189 18.0217 266 28k 


| 
| 
| 


"< Nonmigrant, 1970275 20.8 154 16 17.2 16.3 18.37% 2B OT 
| m : ‘ " 


Metro/Metro, 1920-75 40.6 * 2 27 0805 


Nonmetro/Metro, 1970-75 23.0" * = 13.3 10.8 24.8 17 aa 


Sources Appendix M tables 1-11, 
* Base less: ‘than 75,000, ° a rn roy 


. ‘Relates to beads with fami lies who had income in 1975 rather than to all ong heads of reusehold 
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commuting were the heads who had moved from metro to nonmetro areas, ” 
Their rate was nominally higher than that of people:who had moved 
from one fonyetro “area to another, and was considerably above that 

Of people who had moved in the opposite direction, from nopmetro to 
metro areas. 7 7 é - 


A basic difference between metro and nofimétro commuting patterns is 
revealed from these data. Among tetro household heads, those who’, 
have ‘moved from one metro county. to anothera-- which may be within 
the same ayea or between different.areas -- are far and away the 

t - They aré nearly twice as likely to go 


; a nonmetro county. By contrast, within nonmetro areas, 
it is not the\internal migrants who are the most frequent commuters. 
Rather the inter-residential migrants recentty arrived from metro 

—areas_have_this_position.—tinter=restdentiaT migration thus has the 
effect of reducing overall commuting frequency in metro areas, but...” 
raising it in rural and small ‘farm areas. < 


5 
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Race, Sex, and Region 


a: z 
The only comparison that. can be made for racial groups among non- 


metro heads is between white and Black nonmigrantseas the numbers... 


forthe other-mobility groups were too smal?. For nonmigrants, the 
commuting rate for Blacks “was higher than that of whites, partly due 
to the concentration of Blacks in that part of the South where coun- 
ties are smaller than average. This is in contrast with the pattern 
for metro nonmigrants and a Seton migrants where the rates for 
whites exceeded those of Blac S, reflecting largely the suburban 


& 


> Because of the size of the AHS sample, it is difficult to make 
definitive stgtements on the differences in commuting rates améng 
the six mobi 2rty status classes when the data are’ disaggregated 
for important demographic, social, and economic characteristics. 
Therefore, strict adherence to tests of significance was not: ob- 
served in this and the following sections. Rather the "apparent" 
relationships are discussed, excercising reasonable .caution about 
the sample size in each group. Rates are not shown or discussed 
if the bases were very ‘small, fewer than 75,000 people. : 
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~cancentration.ofwhitesand—theirheavy-commting-to-central—city~ a 
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employment. There was no difference in the-commuting,rates of 
Blacks and whites who. had. moved from nonmetro. to metro areas between * 
1970 and 1975. C . sah at 


There was no exception, among’ the Six residence and mobility categor- . ,- 
ies to the general, pattern of .higher commuting aifong male than ‘ 

female household*heads. Such a difference is one,of the most char- 
acteristic male-female distinctions in the wholeield of labor force 
participation, but not widely discussed. In ‘particular, women are ‘ 


‘much less likely’ than men to travel lengthy distances to wark (10). 


The ovérall pattern of highest. and: lowest rates among the categories, 
obsérved above, stemmed from that of males as they comprise about 85 


‘percent.of the total. The general pattern was not modified by the 


somewhat different relationship among the categories for females. 
Among nonmetro female heads there was no difference in commuting 
between those who were nonmigrants and those who had moved from one 
nonmetro place to another. 7 
For reasons -not fully clear, although all mobility classes in the ; 
nonmetro South had significantly higher tates of commuting than those 


in the North and West, this was not true'in the metro population. 


Foy any mobility class, metro rates were rather similar by region, 
an thus essentially the same as the national rates. 


Age-and Education : 


The rélationship between age and extent of iter-county commuting 


-for- empl oyment..fol.] owed#a=reasonably consistent: pattern-by-mobility—<<-—--= 
‘Status. With a few exceptions, rates were low for the youngest 


heads, rose to a peak for one or more groups in the de years and 
then decreased with advancing years. The most notable“V¥riation |. 
occurred among metro/nonmetro migrant heads for whom age and rate 

of commuting was direct rather than inverse as was found in the gen- 
eral population 25 years old and Over. For this group commuting 
continued to rise with age, reaching a high of 34.9 percent among 
heads 55-64 years old. : : 


The relationship between education and rate of inter-county commut- 
ing for employment varjed considerably amqng the residence and 
mobility status categories. The nonmetro groups were consistent 

in showing higher reliance on inter-county commuting for heads who 
had no more than a high school education than for those with at 
least some college training. Indeed, among nonmetro migrants, per- 
sons with only an elementary education were the most likely tg go 
to another county for work -- twice as likely as college graduates. 
On the other hand, the mobility status groups within metro areas 
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‘levels were rather nominal. 
‘commuting &nd education for a 
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showed ttle pattern by édtication: “Each of the three metro “mobi li- 


ty groups differed in the educational group showing highest commut- 
ing, but the differences with the other educational attainment 


educational make up of the different mobility groups rather than 
from Commuting variations within educational groups. In particular, 
the highest educational level of metro/metro migrants -- a class 


_ with very high commuting -- produces the overall higher commuting’ 


levels of metro college graduates. Without exception, the highest 
commuting rates among the-residence and mobility groups occurred 
amomy metro/metro migrants in éach education category. Generally, 
the lowest rates occurred among nonmetro nonmigrants in the higher . 


education categories. 8 ee 
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The somewhat positive connection between 
11 metro heads results from the varying 
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Several authors have attributed the higher prevalence of commuetag: 
‘among migrants to the ae that many of them remain in the jobs they 
had before. they moved (4, 6, and 9). An implicit hypothesis in this 


“Pest arch was that some of the simi arities— “noted-among people -moving— 
-in either direction between ‘metro .and nonmetro areas stemmed from 
_the fact that sizeable proportions of them commuted to employment:in 
“the area they left. This cannot be addressed directly with the AHS 

sample as. there were no questions on location of: previous . employment. 

It was Possible, ‘however, to measure the differences in inter- 
“yestdenttalconmating for employment” among migrants and rionmi grants ~ 
and the ‘degree: to | which migrants | between metro and nonmetro areas > 


“had ere eynent in the type of area they left. 


‘residential commuting was higher for migrants than’ for grants: 
if all migrants are considered together (Table G).' This was true 
whether the proportions working in metro and nonmetro ‘locations were 
~based-on-the-overa}t—totats—or-on-the-mumber-of—commuters—in-each—————— 
‘migrant category. Among migrants,.on the other hand, a strong re- 
latioaship existed between location of work. and type of residence 
_five years earlier, The strongest: occurred among heads who had 
“moved “from one metro: ‘county’ to another -- a not surprising ‘circum- =". 
stance. Ninety-five percent.of this gNoup who commuted went to work 
.in ‘another metro county, rather than to a nonmetro area.» Among 
-commuters-who-had-moved- between-nonmetro-countiges.about-81- percent... 
commuted to work located in different nonmetro“counties.- . Sixty-five - 
percent of the metro/nonmetro migrants who commuted: went to work ip. . 
metro areas. Thus, al though as noted earlier, most nonmetro. heads 
of recent metro origin, do not conmute, the majority of those who do 
rely on metro jobs. Only 30 percent of heads who had moved‘ from 
noametro to metro areas. commuted inter- resjdentially to. nonmetro . 

= = ry than.the rate for. 


(9 percent). = 


It is interestttg to note that’ among the nonmetro household heads 
wha commuted to.metro areas, about three-fifths worked in the subur- <« 
_ban_ or_outer_ ring _locatior ons. and only . two-f fi seen in_ the central cities ee 


‘Table 6 -Inter- sil 3] crmuting, fi onli isl heal by: residence and mobility. se | 
| Stabs 5 | | af. o 3 
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_. {Table H).. These proportions \ were ‘about the same for ‘migrant and - : ” 


ar ~-—trommi grant: nonnetro ‘heads caida natalia Sa a ae aca a 
~ Table“H- --Central-city or ring Jocation of employment for nonmétro™ ce 
= = 1nter-county_¢ commuter. -househotd. heads, by_ mobility. Soe ara uel eek 


Residence and 
~ Mobility Status * 


Employed nonmeeee household 


ome heads:-- aoe mone ee FI Ze mae GG BF B GOLF HIG 
SNennvorants 1970- 5 ‘ + &8 261 399 39.5 60.5° : 
Paes Ls) 1) eee | 71) le |< en |. cos FAs, Sy aaa | oe 
. Nonmetro/Nonmetro, 1970-75 5] 23-29 * 
~-= Metro/Nonmetro, 1970-75----- e200 ==". 2 N43 150 & 4350 56.8 Segre 


.* Base less than 75, 006: 
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" Reference was made earlier to the. generally positive relationship - 
between. income and rates of inter+county commuting for employment. - 
For the household heads _discussed,here,.median_f id y—income-was-=—— 


“$17,310-for commuters and $14,907 for noncommuters (Table I)... There - 
is some evidence. that people of higher income status live where they 

—Wwish. because they. can -afford-a—longer—trek-to-work-and-other-evie-~ 
dence that they make the trip to another county to maximize earnings. 

. The literature is inconclusive on this matter (18). Both circum - 

_Stances undoubtedly exist. The suitabiJity of housing-at-the-price-—-—___ 
a family can afford, preferences as to size of community, consider- — 

ations of relative. safety, the availability of- education: facilities, ~o-*-- 
agd many other factors are, of course, determinants_of_residential = 


~Tacation.~ Tt is well known that these factors are associated with 
—j pater- vs ee ee = shone ~ ‘ : “da rs 6 pcan mieggn 


os Serene y tr el DUC CHE sxpTore t ety 
significance were not available in the AHS. ' 


With the exception. of heads who had moved between two nonmetro_ areas, 
~commutersin-each resTdence and mobility group shown in Table I had 
higher median incomes than did the noncommuters. In general, the 
relationship between income and residence and mobility status obser- 
ved in.other_research -(2}-was--found-in-the-AHS- data~for-emp toyed ~~" ee ae 
‘household heads. Whether. they were commuters or noncommuters , oa 
metro nonmigrants and metro/metro migrants had the highest incomes, ‘ 
and nonmetro nonmigrant and nonmetro/nonmetro migrants had the Tow- 
~e@St.~Heads moving between metro and nonmetro areas were in an inter- 
‘mediate position. 


had made the opposite move observed here (Table J)“ "The medians of — 
‘ent. fron each other” 


income. On the average, where the numbers are large enough to permit - 
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Employed Mista Bea gE eee mers 
porting commuter status 36,178 8,413 27,765, 15495. 17,104,807 


- Monmgrant, 1970-75 BSN 5,782 arg * 15648 Wg ¢ 15,18) 
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Warn, 0-75 ——SOS*~«S*STSC«i aS 5006 86 89 113,985 
teat , ee era || naan A oa 076” “135685 10,907 
Nan rat, 1970 an 7,495 Als | 6080 | “14,098 13,500 12,992 


- Tatra, Ce er re ae oe Ree 10,059 


. “_Hetro/ erm 1970- 1. ae 1,065," 2 BI 902 13,648 Abi aoe 
tetra 1975. : rT eee eee Cee ae 


-—Monnigrant,"1970-75 21,016 4,367 164649164880 18,689 * 16,39 
Hetrojetros 91015896 GOT 16,68 18,6865, 


, Nognetro/Hetro, 1970-75 1,010, 1,319 16 66) 


Source: sida tables }-11. 
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-Gonclustons, the median income.of metro/nonmetro migrant 

‘the, Same: or higher. than that. of:other-nonmetro. heads’; wh 
grant or migrant, commiter or nonconmuter. 


for employed nonmetro_heads,_by_mobility 
on Metro/met ro migrants, ; 
a 7 . = _ = acmniilad _ —— oe os a a a = 
ogee ne ns NUMDSP OF heads “and percentage 
. a distribution of family income 
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: Nonmetro: Nonmetro/: Metro/,: Nonmetro7) 
= fon- —: Nonmetro :°Nonmetro; Metro 
i nigrants:migrants..-mi grants:-migrants=———~ 


_—_- 


Number (600) 7,495 939,088 ton 


~ Distribution (Pct.) —. 100.0 ‘100.0 100.0 100.0 
‘Under $3,000 3.0 4.2 148 1.8? 
"$5 00-$6,999 8.5 8.0 « 8.7 7 
_-_$10,000-$14,999 28.4 30.0% 273 ar 
e615 7000-404 989" ag gg 
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. . 


Median - $13,094 $12,278 $13,645 $14,379 


__ Standard error, $123 $329 $312 gan 
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Source: Appendix A, ‘tables 5, 6, 7, and 11. 
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Among inter-county commuters, male heads who worked in a different “ 
metro county from'that in which they lived had. the hitghest-median..--.---_- 
oes Family-income-$19,201 (Table \k). Thay are in large part the subur- 
ban commuters. Their income was Substantially higher than that of 
metro residents who commuted to nonmetro locations. Among th@ non- 


' metro commuters, those who,went to metro areas te work had higher 
median income ($14,901) t 
county ($13,189). The income of those working in Ring counties 
appears to be higher than that ‘of the group who commuted to the. 
—Central—Cities,—but-—feta Se@-OF the sma 
ference is not, significant in terms of the AHS sample. 


we. 


fan those who commuted to another nonmetro 
TT numbers involved the dif- 


oe 1 : . 
patterns of income differences were observed among = 
nonmetro.migrants who commuted to other counties «5 
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“Table. » Ko-Median family income for:male* ‘inter-county. comuters. by 


~ of NOCEET ON “OF residence: and Leoed oF work, 19 13 


Commuters ._. +7,906 . ee 779 171 “0 # 
Residence nonmetro -* — 1,919" $3,943 oe Be 6, ee 
Place ‘of work metro 870 : * 14,931. °~ + 519 - 

_ Central City ~ 365 - 4, AZT 535. 


Rng 15 18350029 
Place of work nonmeire 1,048 13,189 297 
Residence metro . 5,987 ‘79,019 189) eae 
“Place of work metro ~~~" 5,438 79,201 7 9G ee 

Place of work nonmetro 549 16,856 730 P 
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Table L--Median family income for employed white male household heads 
——who-mowad_batwaen-neteo-and-nonnateo-areat,—by- commuter 5tatus———- 
and place of work, 1975 . : 


iMetro/Nonmetro migrants :Nonmetro/Metro"m rants 
~“SGeinniter” state and a Tan: ae Jan: =" 
place of work in 1975 : : family: Standard: : fami ly: Standard 
:Number:- income: error :Number: income: error 


Employed* 1,330 13,965 303 
Noncommuter 828 13,466 336 
Commuter 336 §=615,560 826 

Place of work pe ae tae . 
-- metro 225 = 16,702'=-- + 968: 148 17,676 1,036 ° 
Central city 100. 36,184 -1;585, -N.A. - 


14,929 502 
14,136 415 
17,580 943 


' ns 123. 17,090 1,220. NA-  -  - 
Place of work | | an 
‘== nonmetro 100—«-13,750 938s «6 «1:7, 273** 2,130 


oe _nonnetro/met ro migrants, on the other hand, there were no real dif-.- | 
—————=ferences in income between” Those" commiting to ‘Other e bee or. 
-. to menmetro Tocations. Eel, . ee a a 


hI ‘ceneraic “ntercresidentiai conmut ing probably had the effect of : mn 
raising. the overall —income.of_.fe: honmetro—m) grants—and- not—change-——— 
“= ing or sigghtly dampening’ the nadian for people’ moytnd in the other 
direction. The hypothesis that there is Jess. difference than one... . 
=~ might expect in the overall medians for the two migrant groups - -Be- 

_ cause of commuting was supported. to some ‘extent. However, the pro- 

-© portions of these groups commuting. ‘inker-residentially were somewhat 
~ Tess than had been anticipated. They were about 17 percent for. 
earned a= mebeo/nonmet re-migrants-and-onl y-about-6 “percent ToP neade i moving— 
“in the opposite direction. Thus, similarity in income stems ee 
fromearnings in areas of residence rather than from the impact . 
~~~ dF ferentiats in earnings associated with” ‘commuting. , 
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For household heads not ecking at home and ropeeting to a fixed ; 
‘ Yocation, the prevalent | mode of transportation to work in 1975 was | 
pase Jority-of there {around-70- percent} -traveted———— 
alone (Table. M). “The. major differences in mode of transportation 
- between nonmetra and metro residents were the “proportions who travel- 
“ed in-automobiles with other people (higher amongethe nonmetro) and. 
those who used public transportation (higher among*the metro). Such J 
public service is generally not available for nonmetro ‘people. A 7S 
~——<hi gher-proportton-of-nonmetro heads worked-at” home(tables12=22)5- 
and a slightly higher proportion of them walked to work. The ropor-_ a 
‘tions using the various modes of transportdtion did not differ == 
aa ~significantly- among - ~the- resident-and: aS MNBSSES Tr 


Median travel time to work in 1975 was 21 minutes =i the median 
distance was 7 miles. Nonmetro_residents took less time, on the 
average, and went shorter distances to work than did the metro resi- 
(Table_Nand-O}.—It-is_our-clear—impression—that—this—latter 
point is not generally understood. A minority of rural and smal] 
town residents eng&ge dm lengthy commuting trips, e.g. 16 percent of 
them worked 20 miles om more away from home. However, some 54 per- 
“cent worked Tess than 5 miles from home: (exclusive of- those who work- _ 
ed at home). By contrast; among employed metro heads, 14 percent 
_ commuted 20 miles or more each way, and 38 percent went less than 5 
..._Miles....Thus, the slightly. greater_percentage. of_nonmetro heads. 2 
' commuting lengthy distances is more than counterbalanced-by the’ dis- . 
proportionate number who work close to home. Median trip length was 
4.6 miles for nonmetro heads and 7.6 miles for metro*heads. . oe 


, Metro/nonmetro migrants took more time and went farther than did the 
other nonmetro residents, but even so traveled shorter median dis- 
___tances than any mobility class of metro heads. Metro/metro migrants . 


_ spent the most time in transit (a median of 24 minutes each way) and 
“went the farthest (9.3 miles median) of any.of the residence and 
‘mobility groups. Thus it is the suburban-dominated group of recent 
metro/metro migrants that proves to have. the greatest travel require~ 
__ments — in worker commuting. Oe 


In comparing commuters and noncomuters. a. com proportion of. the 


former were accompanied by other people in car pools or used public 
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“porting comuter. status 41,693 100.0 36.7 


Sire '0 1970-75 32,185 100.0 37.1 


988 TOO BT, OO 66 68a 


teatro, 0... 


10,238 100,05). 8 FB Wha Bee FQ eee 
oni grant, 1on0-5 ‘278 100.0 52.5 5 TTB 183 7 
eine ee ee ee 10 . 
Maton, 0-8 10 TOMBS RE 56 be th 


- Honnigrant, 1970-75 2440.0 “32.0 Te 63 G1 2.0 


. 


—Hetn Of Me t DLSz0- b———$, 0 f- wipe i198“ —T-8 : 


" Nonmetro/Metro, 1970-75" °1,369 1000 a1.2 6.9 18 47 345° TBD 


deibiBivintheconisimiim a=e5 SH as itt 


Source: "pendly A, tables Ie 22, 


r * mitted aid household heads who worked at hong. or bad. no. fixed. place of work, es aan 


ae hoe so my ease set nde 


Table - Distance traveled to > Work, » for cml based heads, by rsa an ay statis, im: 


"hsidece and 2 : — Mies a 7 —— ae See eee i 
geil Stauts , “ ae. ; aca : - 3 Sand 
2 _ eee Se ee _Nnber. “Inta Under] meee sa 2s ag over edie ir 


~ {000 ra (Pct. Te Pet) Pct Tey Wet.) (hides) 


“pled househit heads, ree i | ee % 4 . 
_- porting connuter status ASE 100.0 = 10.7. 3),7 20.7, 2s 84 * 6.2 69 


= niga, 1970-15 "92,057 100.0 No, 
7 a aa 


R420 2A Jt ara : 
abe mea 0.6 « Ba 1, liza F | 


Memlgrant, 197078. 7,710 100.0 18.9 36.0, 45.0. 8a ne 76 AS 


sai eal 
it, ne ee ne silly dinieten 
wei re dl cammcmbinaearve nnn ar nt we 3} 


——NoninetFafilonmetro, 1970-75 1,096 10.0 WE ‘Ba: aa WS 92 68 ee 
Ret WE 27 168949 — 59 


Honea, N07 Ii, a7 ‘wi B4 31.2 22,9 247 80 4873) 


~ Hato Met 197065 ——~ ns ene “BA WT t. t 90 99. 
. ‘ | 
| Meer, ome oot ha fog mag oa Kee 


BoE eS temaee sie ee eeet ater dicez asset talccebe sutttnn dette ieee sumededs of 
= _ ie eee resid es elas pene ae 
vX—— = a es evans aia 


=. 


surce ‘pei Ay tables 12-22. : 
: nts. were. rhs ieads -who worked’ mi fe or: had no fled place af work. a aaeeaaal = 


34 _ 


‘ » oad ce ‘ ; ; t a 
Q@ reeds j . ‘y . 
. re 4 : 2 
ERIC eo 2s | eo * 4 | 
ae : a + 


: . - z o Pagan e. es 
- ge 


<-timglaportation ‘tO. get -to. a rk: i ‘is to be. expected, more. _ngncom- ees 
_muters, walked, rode bicycTes or motorcycles, or used other means _ 

_to reach their- “placessof: empToyment.- -And,<commuters,- on the average, 
lived. farther from work-an took - longer -to get there than persons ~ 
goes in ) their’ r home ‘¢ coun és. The - atetp ad three- Habe Bed by af 
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“In terms, of time- and. ‘distance: “to: work, -nonihatro commuters took about 
the same time, on the average, .bdt went farther..than metro comnuters. 
About “twice “the proportion of nonmetro compared to metyo commuters 


traveled over. 30-miles to work. '. Among Honconmuters'y -.nonmetro_ heads. 
“traveled onty-a_fev in-é 
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{ SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS «= 


Although the-data presented in tis: repdrt are forthe year 1975; 
there is no reason to believé that the patterns they describe have 
changed perceptibly'as yet. If traveling across county lines is 
taken as an approximation of commuting for work outside of one's own 
home community (the conventional; measure used in the Census of Pop- 
ulation), then 22 percent of 411 employed U. S. household heads were . 

_ commuters in 1975. Nonmetro heSds were Somewhat less likely to be 
~~ commuters than were metro heads, although this difference is influ- 
enced in part by the fact that metro counties are smaller on the 
average than arg nonmetro counties ‘(mean'diameters are about 28 and 
%, 32 miles, respectively). Thus, a trip of a.given length is more 


453 


f likely to be inter-county in the metro setting. 
oR. 7 * 


a) 
Inter-county commuting rates varied by sociat and demographic char- | 
acteriséics. In general, commuting was more prevalent among men than 

--women.and. slight] y_hi gher- for-whites-than’Blacks~and-in-the-South™ ~~~ 

than in the rest of the ‘country. Commuting tended to increase until 

age 25-34, presumably as jobs, became more exclusively full-time and 

of a career nature, and then to decline after “age 45. The differences 
among age groups may be partly of a‘cohort nature, associated with. 
the recency of figh commuting rates (inter-county commuting has in- 
creased since it ee ak measuredgin 1960). Also they may reflect 
job changes: among" oTder persons associated with retirement: from one's’. 
career work and more recent employment in a secondary job'in or closer 
to the home community. The lower rates of commuting among ‘late middJe- 


‘aged and older workers are particularly evident in nonmetro areas. 

' The .higher growth of commuting in nonmetro than ‘in metro areas since 
1960 has probably affected younger workers the most and helped tq in- , 
duce the age patterns shown, as would the rather -high average age of - 
noncommuting farmers, who comprise a great@r fraction of workers in 
nonmetro areas.» — ee ey oe a me's i : 
The generally higher income level of commuters indicates that commut- 
ing is rewarded and that income is a strong incentive to commuténg, — 
but it,may also reflect the greater ability of people with good’ in- 
.come to live where ‘they wish. There is no way of distinguishing 
between the two effects. In any event, it is clear that the commuting 
Of nonmetto household heads to metro jobs yields average income ‘levels 
above: those obtfainable in nonmetro work ‘and thereby contributes. — 

? oe oe * 


somewhat disproportionately to the total income of nonmetro communi- | 
.ties. There is no such complementary. benefit to metro areas from 
out- “commuting -to nonmetro employment. 


The positive relationship. between commuting and income did not exist 
between education and commuting. Education is basically not associated’ - 
with commuting in metro areas and somewhat negatively so in nonme tro 
areas. Most notably, a fourth of-all employed household heads who 

were college graduates were commuters in metro areas, but only a 

seventh of them commuted in nonmétro areas. This may be the most im- 
portant difference between metro and nonmetro household heads in the 
socio-economic context of worker commuting. ; P 
Only nine ‘percent of the nonmetro employed household heads commuted . 
to metro jabs, and from data.not presented here it can be reTiably “.° ”° 
inferred that other family members had even ower rates. The combined. 
percentage of metro commuting for all nonmetro employed people may_ 

not be more than seven percent. Given the fact that more than half 

of the nonmetro population. lives in counties that adjoin metro areas, 
this is a rather low percentage. Despite the comparative ease of  . 
automotive commuting today, nonmetro areas are still overwhelmingly 
independent of metr@ areas as Tabor markets. 


Among household heads who were recent migrants into nonmetro counties 
from metro areas, 17 percent worked in pfetyo locations. The higher 
rate.of. commting-among-these- -peopze-.~+-double--that- of -other-nonmetro———-—~ 
heads -- was to be expected. A number ‘of them had moved to nonmetro 
counties for residential purposes only. Still others might not yet 
have found suitable jobs closer to their new homes. However, 17_per- 
cent is so.low a fraction of all inmigrants that it lays to rest any 
lingering suspicions that the regrowth of fonmetro population in the 
1970's was primarily caused by residential sprawl] of metro workers 
into the next tier of ‘noninetro counties. The vast majority of new- 
comers into nonmetro communities have ended their work ties in the 
metro community and,have.taken jobs in the nonmetro sector. Those ; 
who do commute are: somewhat: ‘distinctive from other nonmetro commuters’ 
in the degree of nedativé association between education and commuting 
among them and in a more positive connection between income and 
commuting. The nonmetro anomaly of high income and’relatively low* 
education among commuters is at its peak among PEOpie who are recent 
migrants from metro areas. 


The data also provide a measure of the reverse type of commuting; . 
that is, the extent to which metro residents work in nonmetro areas. 
Such workers are fewer in number than nonmetro-to-metro commuters -- 
as might be anticipated, giveh the generally lower wage: levels of 
nonmetro jobs. However, there are about five of them for every eight 
nonmetro-to-metro commuters. On balance, this meant a net absolute 
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accrual to metro areas natitnally of only about’ .3'million household 


heads in the commuting exchange. 


& 
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The journey to work is everywhere dominated by workers traveling “by 


car and driving alone. The only mean 


ingful residential differentials 


were the greater..use of public transportation in metro areas, and 
- gthe higher levels of walking, working at home, or riding with others 


in. nonmetro ‘areas. 


Pad 


The latter point is rather interestin 
pectation of lower joint use of autos 


g in that there might be an ex- 
in the dispersed low density | 


population of rural and small town areas than in large cities and 

suburbs. Nevertheless, a sizeable proportion of nonmetro household 
heads who work away from home (21 percent) have worked out arrange - 
ments ‘involving other people, compared with a somewhat lower figure 


for metho heads (17 percent). 


: 


such as most farmers -- are left out of the calculations. There is 


f nonmetro heads. Large numbers ° 


_ Of them have very short journeys to work, but many of the commuters 


take lengthy and, perforce, expensive 
they want. Lengthy commutations were 


trips to obtain the employment 
found particularly among the 


_.nonme tro -newcomers. from metro -areas..- 


‘Median amounts of time spent in going 


to work were modest, averaging 


just 14.5 minutes for nonmetro heads working away from home and 22 _ 
minutes for metro heads. However, at the extremes, 5 percent of all 


heads working away from home spent an 


hour or more each way in going 


to work, or a minimum of 2 hours a day. This involved more than 2 


million people. 


A great deal of inter-county commuting and other long distance travel 
(oO work in rural areas is done because of the lack of Suitable employ- 


ment within the home conmunity. The 


rapid growth of nonagricultural 


work in rural areas and small towns in the last 10 to 15 years has 
Probably mitigated this problem. However, it has also drawn many 
people into the nonfarm labor force who previously did not work away 


from home, 09 who would have moved to 
of local work. 


a metro area in the absence 


As has been pointed out, low income people do less commuting than 
those with higher incomes. One of the reasons for this lower rate 


of commuting -- and thus lower income 


-- is the lack of transporta- 


tion (5) (17). Often low income people do not have automobiles and 


do not have access to public transpor 


tation. If they are to work at 


all, they must of necessity take those’ jobs available in their home 


dy 


communities, which are often low-paying. Improved-rural transporta- 
tion facilities would almost certainly increase the number and pro- 
portion of workers who commute beyond their local communities. 

A recurrent question about the future of continued growth of popula- 
tion in rural areas is the potential impact of either shortages of 
gasoline or ever higher prices. Judging from the AHS data, the non- 
metro counties that are within commuting range of metro employment 
may be the most vulnerable, -in that recent migrants “into nonmetro 
communities from metro areas are both the most likely to commute and — 
to have lengthy trips.* The gasoline price rise and any future supply 
squeeze could reduce the willingness or ability of people to locate 
beyond the metro-area (or even within its outer fringes) if they wish 
to retain metro employment. : , 


It is also possible that the same factors could restrain the recent 


propensity of people in rural counties _far-remoyed from metroareas 
“to disperse into the countryside, rather than live in town. Such a 
dispersed trend was one of the most characteristic (and unforeseen) 2 
aspects of rural population growth in the 1970's (1). However, de- 
spite this trend, the data on journey to work of household heads do 
not: show any disproportionate. reliance of nonmetro people on automo- 
tive commuting, driving alone, or on long average trip lengths in 
comparison with the metro population. There is a, lack of public 
transportation alternatives in rural areas, but the proportion of 


~ metro heads “using public transportation” isso Tow (8 percent) as to ~~ 


Suggest limited potential even for metro public transpor® to. absorb 
any large fraction of present automobile riders. 
. a 


<The data presented in this report do not answer all the questions 
concerning job commuting and its relationship to residential status | 
and recent migration. However, they provide estimates of’ many aspects 
of this topic whose parameters have previously been unknown and con- 
siderably advance our understanding of an increasingly important 
subject. : 
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SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF THE DATA 
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a hye AUS 
The data, in’ this raport a are ‘based ‘on’ “special eabulat tong! fea the 
1975 Annual Housing: Survey and jts Trave?- ~To;Work supplement. 
General. information on’ the Survey,. explanations! of ‘terms and. con- 
cepts,.and on the reliability of sanple estingtes cay be found in 
recent: publications of the Bureau of the Census yee. Related: 


Reports, inside back cover). i Pig se 

: oon ; « Pres = nf aoe : me 
Standard errors: showin cin the tables. ‘apd. others used far tests . of a 
significance for statements in the. Adal were. derived “through fhe. ae 
use of the formulas below: apa fee 


ao . 
= - = a Ro 
stadt a a 
aes ee . a a es 
Standard error: of an eStimated: pencentade’ ne = 
’ : ae ae oe: es 
7 ae e ts oe : & wage: . a ; a - 
i . 
a a = 
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Standard errors for the differences betweer ’ en or, per- 
cents, or medians, were calculated with tHE fot Towing formula: 


pan to. 6 standard error 
clevelsiof significance, 


Tests of oe joni eante were. made at’ “thal: 
levels (corresponding to 95 and 90 rethm 
respectively) following procedures recom 
Census for these types ‘of surveys. 
text, the word-"nominally:is used, ie thea 
significant: at the 1.6 but not at the. 23 be 1 


.mulas with data for. metro/nonmetro and none Bro iicrante fon 
tables 7, 11, 18, .and: R2, Indicatio fs a PMB ded as to whether 
Significant differences iexisted betweem fhe iitroups in the charac- 
“teristics or travel yto-work behavior. i] Tust % (Notes are on the 


last pase of this, section.) © . eee 
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4 is A 
. ‘Standard error 
3 ‘, (000) 
ai (68 chances out 
ar . “ . of 100) : 
: iy 4 6 ¥ 3 7 
_ Metro/nonmetro migrants °.1 be . ae 
ae bebe me migrants 1,392. . | en 
: ai i Sk i : 2 a . 
. Absolute. i fferenée BRE 1, ae - , 65 * 


Since the difference is.$ nificant at. the 90 but not the 95 per- 
‘cént level, ‘indftations are’ that the number of migrants moving 
ty nonmetro 7 iareas ‘t's only nda lly a Le than. the number moving 


" “rate | metro areas. tes 
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Inter-county commuter rate 


Standard error 


et (Pct. ) 
: _ Number Rate ‘(68 chances out 
_ 3 | (000). \(Pct.) of 100) 
Metro/nonmetro migrants 1,513 26.6 = °' 1.4 
Nonmetro/metro migrants 1,392 19.3 1.3 
Absolute. difference -¥ nO sak 


“The difference is significant at the 95 percent level. The inter- 
county commut{ng rate of metro/nonmetro migrants is higher than 
that of*their counterparts who moved in the opposite direction. 


Age at last birthday = 
3 : Standard error 
$ (Years) 
Number -° Median (68 chances out 
; (000) (years ) of 100) 
“Metro/nonmetro migrants 1,513 sae. * 4 
‘...Nonmetro/metro-mi grants —- +7, 392- +8304 te 
Absolute di ffefénce We 2.6 57 + 


The difference is significant at tha 95 percent level, indicating 
that metro/nonmetro migrants are somewhat older than migrants who 
went to metro from nonmetro areas. 


Highest grade of school completed 


Percent Standard error 
: with (Pct. ) 
Number = some college (68 chances out 
(000) (Pct. ) + of 100) 
Metro/nonmetro migrants 1,513 - 46.7 . 1.6 
Nonmetro/metro migrants 1,392 56.2 1.6 
Absolute difference » a) aa 9.5 ° 20 =* 


The difference is ‘significant at the 95 percent level. People 
moving to metro areas are somewhat better educated than those: 
moving to nonmetro areas. 
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Family income (of heads with families who Had any income in the Sur- 
vey year) 


Standard error 
(Dol. ) 


. Number Median - (68 chances out 
(000) (Dol. ) of 100) 
Me tro¥nonme tro migrants 1,265 $13,645 _ $312 
Nonmetro/met¥o migrants 1,03) $14,379 . $340 
Absolute difference a) $734 $461 N.S. 


The difference is not significant at either the 90 or 95.per- 
cent levels. There is no real difference in ‘the median income 
of the twq migrant groups. 
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Mode, of transportati on, from home to work 


’ 
~ Standard error © 
Driving (Pct. ) 
: - Number alone (68 chances out 
_ (000) (Pct. ) of 100)- 
.Metco/nonmetro migrants 44443. acy 5) Vo Lee eee REREA'S IT Rp ee ee 
Nonmetro/metro migrants. 1,370 70.0 8 
Absolute difference . > 1.2 2.1 N.S. 


The difference is not significant at either the 90 or ‘95 percent 
levels. As high a proportion of one group as the other drives to 


work alone. 
Time, from home to work’ | 
Standard error? 
Pu ; (Minutes ) 
oe 4 Number Median (68 chances out 
ee (000) (Minutes) of 100) 
Metro/nonmetro migrants 1,440 16.8 8 
Nonmetro/metro migrants 1,369 18.7 PY i 
Absolute difference Vy 1.9 es 


The difference ‘is oieeticank at the+90 but not at the 95 per- 
cent level. Time -spent traveling to work is onlyg nominally 
higher among nonmetro/metro Hi avants than it is among metro/ 


¥ 


nonmetro migrants. 
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Distance, fron’ home to work 


Standard error 


: . (Miles) 
. ‘ ; Number” Median : (68 chances out 
. (000) - (Miles)... = of: 190). 
Metro/nonmetro migrants 1,439 5.9 my = 5 
Nonmetro/metro migrants 1,372 °° 62 aL - 6 
Absolute difference- » YP se 8 ag Se, = ee bes, 


re Beds ate, SO es bee ke 
The difference is not significant at either, the 90 or 95 percent 
levels, indicating the, two groups travel about the same distance 
to work on the averagée™%s.. | i 


Note on Rounding 


Numbers in various sections of the text and tables were independent- 

ly summed from component parts gf tabulations in which data had been 

rounded to thousands. Therefore, there may be slight variation in. | 

figures for the same item appearing in different places, and parts 
_May..not. add. to totals. because. of..the. aggregation_of-rounded. numbers. <= ~ 


\ 


i . 
* Significant at 90 percent: level. o 
** Wgnificant at 95 percent level. . . 
N.S. Not significant at either the 90 or 95 percent levels. 
1/- Not involved in the calculation of the st@ndard errors. 
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RELALED REPORTS 
3 


eports of the Bureau of the Census which are related to some extent 
ith this study are: 


(1) Annual Housing Survey: 1975.- United States and Regions, 
Part A. General Housing Characteristics. Current 
Housing Reports, Series H-150-75A. U,.S. Government 

ead Printing Office, Washington, D. GC. 1977. ; 


(2) The Journey to Work in the United States: 1975. Cur- 
rent Population Reports,.Series P-23, No. 99. U. S. 
Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C. 1979. 


2finitions and explanations of terms germane. to tabulations made 
‘om the 1975 Annual Housing Survey and its Travel-to-Work Supple- 


int can be. found in Appendix A in the latter. That report: also ° 


als as nonsampling, coverage,’ and rounding errors that may. have 
me'effect on data from the Annual Housing Surveys. 
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